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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF IDAHO 
 
 
STATE OF IDAHO,  
 
          Plaintiff-Respondent, 
 
v. 
 
SEAN PAUL DULAC, 
 
          Defendant-Appellant. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
 
          NO. 44506 
 
          Bonneville County Case No.  
          CR-2016-1265 
 
           
          RESPONDENT'S BRIEF 
 
     
      Issue 
Has Dulac failed to establish that the district court abused its discretion by 
imposing a unified sentence of 20 years, with four years fixed, upon his guilty plea to 
sexual battery of a minor child 16 or 17 years of age? 
 
 
Dulac Has Failed To Establish That The District Court Abused Its Sentencing Discretion 
 
 Forty-eight-year-old Dulac sexually abused his stepdaughter on an ongoing basis 
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when she was between the ages of 14 and 17 years old.  (PSI, p.4.1)  Dulac fondled the 
girl’s breasts and vaginal area, digitally penetrated her vagina, performed oral sex on 
her, “made her give him oral sex” and “manually stimulate him,” and had sexual 
intercourse with her.  (PSI, pp.4, 27.)  The victim advised that, “if [she] did not want to 
engage in sexual activity, [Dulac] would grab her head and force her to perform oral 
sex.  He also threatened to hurt her, her family, and her dog, as well as[ ] making her 
perform sexual acts for things she needed such as food.”  (PSI, pp.4, 9, 27.)   
The state charged Dulac with lewd conduct with a child under 16 and sexual 
battery of a minor child 16 or 17 years of age in violation of I.C. § 18-1508A(1)(a) 
(committed by lewd or lascivious acts).  (R., pp.46-47.)  Pursuant to a plea agreement, 
Dulac pled guilty to an amended charge of sexual battery of a minor child 16 or 17 years 
of age in violation of I.C. § 18-1508A(1)(c) (sexual contact but not defined as lewd), and 
the state dismissed the remaining charge and agreed to recommend no more than five 
years for the fixed portion of Dulac’s sentence, “to be followed by a period of 
indeterminate time.”  (R., pp.56-57, 62-68.)  The district court imposed a unified 
sentence of 20 years, with four years fixed.  (R., pp.80-82, 89-91.)  Dulac filed a notice 
of appeal timely from the judgment of conviction.  (R., pp.104-07.)   
Dulac asserts his sentence is excessive in light of his lack of prior criminal 
convictions, his partial acceptance of responsibility, his acknowledgement that he needs 
treatment “because he is not able to control his sexual behaviors,” and because he has 
support from the victim’s mother.  (Appellant’s brief, pp.2-5; PSI, pp.23, 41.)  The record 
supports the sentence imposed.   
                                            
1 PSI page numbers correspond with the page numbers of the electronic file “PSI.pdf.”   
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When evaluating whether a sentence is excessive, the court considers the entire 
length of the sentence under an abuse of discretion standard.  State v. McIntosh, 160 
Idaho 1, 8, 368 P.3d 621, 628 (2016); State v. Stevens, 146 Idaho 139, 148, 191 P.3d 
217, 226 (2008).  It is presumed that the fixed portion of the sentence will be the 
defendant's probable term of confinement.  State v. Oliver, 144 Idaho 722, 726, 170 
P.3d 687, 391 (2007).  Where a sentence is within statutory limits, the appellant bears 
the burden of demonstrating that it is a clear abuse of discretion.  McIntosh, 160 Idaho 
at 8, 368 P.3d at 628 (citations omitted).  To carry this burden the appellant must show 
the sentence is excessive under any reasonable view of the facts.  Id.  A sentence is 
reasonable if it appears necessary to accomplish the primary objective of protecting 
society and to achieve any or all of the related goals of deterrence, rehabilitation, or 
retribution.  Id.  The district court has the discretion to weigh those objectives and give 
them differing weights when deciding upon the sentence.  Id. at 9, 368 P.3d at 629; 
State v. Moore, 131 Idaho 814, 825, 965 P.2d 174, 185 (1998) (court did not abuse its 
discretion in concluding that the objectives of punishment, deterrence and protection of 
society outweighed the need for rehabilitation).  “In deference to the trial judge, this 
Court will not substitute its view of a reasonable sentence where reasonable minds 
might differ.”  McIntosh, 160 Idaho at 8, 368 P.3d at 628 (quoting Stevens, 146 Idaho at 
148-49, 191 P.3d at 226-27).  Furthermore, “[a] sentence fixed within the limits 
prescribed by the statute will ordinarily not be considered an abuse of discretion by the 
trial court.”  Id. (quoting State v. Nice, 103 Idaho 89, 90, 645 P.2d 323, 324 (1982)).  
The maximum prison sentence for sexual battery of a minor child 16 or 17 years 
of age (in violation of I.C. § 18-1508A(1)(c)) is 25 years.  I.C. § 18-1508A(5).  The 
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district court imposed a unified sentence of 20 years, with four years fixed, which falls 
well within the statutory guidelines.  (R., pp.80-82, 89-91.)  On appeal, Dulac asserts, 
inter alia, that his sentence is excessive because he has no prior criminal convictions 
and accepted responsibility for the instant offense. (Appellant’s brief, pp.3-4.)  However, 
the victim in this case reported that Dulac sexually abused her “from the age of fourteen 
until just before she turned eighteen,” which constitutes a prolonged period of criminal 
behavior.  (PSI, p.4.)  Dulac claimed that he did not begin molesting the victim until she 
was 16 years of age, but admitted that the sexual abuse “occurred two to three times 
per week over a two-year period.”  (PSI, p.27.)  He also disclosed a history of “stealing” 
(though he “was never charged with an offense”), chronic adultery, engaging in sexual 
intercourse with four different 16-year-old females when he was approximately 19 years 
old, and twice picking up “hitchhiking females,” one of whom “was probably a prostitute,” 
and paying them to perform oral sex on him.  (PSI, pp.26, 28-29, 48-49.)  Although 
Dulac claims he accepted responsibility for his actions in the instant offense, the 
psychosexual evaluator reported that Dulac failed to take full responsibility for his sexual 
misconduct, engaging in “[e]xtreme minimization” of his sexual offense, justifying and 
rationalizing his behavior, and blaming the victim.  (PSI, pp.23, 42, 45.)  Dulac also 
showed deception on his polygraph examination when he claimed he never penetrated 
the victim’s vagina with his penis.  (PSI, p.50.)   
At sentencing, the district court articulated the correct legal standards applicable 
to its decision and also set forth in detail its reasons for imposing Dulac’s sentence, 
specifically noting its consideration of Dulac’s partial acceptance of responsibility, 
support from his wife, and acknowledgment that he needed help to control his sexual 
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behavior.  (Tr., p.38, L.12 – p.43, L.25.)  The state submits that Dulac has failed to 
establish an abuse of discretion, for reasons more fully set forth in the attached excerpt 
of the sentencing hearing transcript, which the state adopts as its argument on appeal.  
(Appendix A.)   
 
Conclusion 
 The state respectfully requests this Court to affirm Dulac’s conviction and 
sentence. 
       
 DATED this 12th day of June, 2017. 
 
 
 
      __/s/_Lori A. Fleming___________ 
      LORI A. FLEMING 
      Deputy Attorney General 
 
 
      VICTORIA RUTLEDGE 
      Paralegal 
 
 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
 
 I HEREBY CERTIFY that I have this 12th day of June, 2017, served a true and 
correct copy of the attached RESPONDENT’S BRIEF by emailing an electronic copy to: 
 
JUSTIN M. CURTIS  
  DEPUTY STATE APPELLATE PUBLIC DEFENDER 
 
at the following email address:  briefs@sapd.state.id.us. 
 
 
 
      __/s/_Lori A. Fleming___________ 
     LORI A. FLEMING 
Deputy Attorney General    
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1 that she was hartng, sore t::raura - the tr.auma that she 
2 received here. 
3 llnd she """1ld al.so .lik8 the Court to lmow that 
4 this = has also had a big impact in, sort of, 
5 p..rt:ting a wedge and de.'ltroying - sererely haxmi.ng her 
6 relationship witll hei:- JlQt.he:r. 
1 She was - she was oertainly :involved in the 
8 drafting of this plea agre<!ll8nt and the offer of this 
9 plea agreexent, and it's in accordance with her wi.,hes. 
10 And I think the Court can tell fl:an Ms. I:W.ac's vict.un 
11 ilrpa<.t staterent that there a differeooe of opinion 
12 there, ar.d that' s cartainly caused a lot of oanfl.ict. 
13 niat 's sane - that is definite - vecy tangible ham 
14 that thi..s has caused the victim. 
15 The seoooo sub-p:>int 1s that the defendant 
16 conteq;,lated the criminal oonduct would cause or 
li th...--eaten hamt. llnd that's not the case here. 
18 SUb (CJ is defen:lant acted un:ler strong 
19 provocation. '!hat's not the caae.s here. 
20 SUb (El - or SI.lb (D) is exa>Se or :justification. 
21 That's not a factor he.re, that the victim :i.nd1loed ar 
22 facilitated the ccmni.saion of the crime. We dcn't 
23 believe that• s the case; although, in the ~
24 evaluation, the dafoodant does try to blame her f= 
25 initiating the sexual contact with him. And that• s on 
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1 regarding probation certainly cb'l't add up to a 
2 prccatJ.on type of 3e11tence. 
3 This - this type of cr:iJre, the court has to -
4 has to send a message. 'n,e Court needs to sarrl a 
5 message to him and to other.I s.lmilarly situated. .!Ind 
6 the Todlill case, I think, .ir.d:icates that - that a 
7 rider is nl:>St afPrq:>riate when the Court' s th:ink:!:ng that 
8 prcbation is an cptian after a person gets sane loogor 
9 supsrvisian or sane sttuctw:ed ~isian prior to 
10 that. 
11 And a retained jurisdiction is oot puniahment, 
12 and a reta.ined jurlsdi.ctian is not clet.en:erlce, and it 
13 doesn't achie"8 the goals of protection of the camunity 
14 in a larger sense a'I these facts. 
15 THE a:xJRr: 1hank yo.i, Mr. 03,oey. 
16 Mr. ~ c, before I :ilxpo.5e sentence in thi.zs ca.:,e, 
17 I will give you the chance to address the Couxt. You 
18 are not required to sa,y anythjng, l:ut you do have the 
19 r ight of allorution. .l\nd I would wel.ocme a statement 
20 fran yru if you wish to make aie. If you are going to 
21 ac:i:!ress the Court, if you loOUld plea= stenct. 
22 'lllE IEFJ?.Nl'.lMl1I: Your Honor, what I 've said all 
23 alcng, I apologize for the whale situation. I know what 
24 I did was wrong. It's been an eye-qienis,g e><perienoe. 
2!; And I just W-dllt the ability to adcl=a the situation, to 
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page 6 of the psyclx,sexu4l. evaluation. 
Sub (FJ is the that he'll CCl[p:,llSilte her. that's 
not the case. 
EKcuse me. Yeah. S>.Jb (G) is that he's had a 
1-abid.ing life. And he cbasn't have a crim:h1al 
histoxy. But the Court shculd know that this is - this 
is abuse that occuc:ed over a two-to-fow:-year period of 
time with this girl, starting when She ..as 14, based an 
what she says. nie deferdant be.l.ieves that she was 16 
at the time. 
But, in ,my 8V6l'lt, a prolonged pe.tiod of 
o:mtinuous abuse of this juvenile during very fODMtive 
years of her 1:i.£e. 
SUl> (H) is tilat the deferdant 's criminal caxl=t: 
was a result of ci%:cumstances 1.llllikel y to recur. And I 
don't know whether that's the ca.se or not. 
And sub (I) is the dlaracter an::i attitudes of the 
defendant indicate the cx:rnnl ssi on of another c:riJre is 
unlikely. And that we won't Jcnow until he's gone 
t:h:tQu;h t.teat:ment aoo that sort of thing. The 
psychoooxual. evaluation ten::ls to indicate that that' s 
the ca.se. 
&.it we're dealing with a si'CUation >hire the -
where the factors in 5llb (ll militate ~ the O::urt 
i.mposj.D, a prison sentence, iUxl the factors in sub (2) 
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1 be able to show l1S'/ family that I l<m! than. And I want 
2 to be able to prove mylJCll to oot ooly my 10V8d CXle9 IIIxl 
3 l1S'/ family, l::ut to society in general, that it's 
4 scmething that I can mal<e eure never JlaWetls again. 
5 'fflank you. 
6 
7 
8 
9 
THE o:xm: 1Jlmllt :,ot>U, Are you satisfied with 
the repn:sentation your attomey has provided you? 
'IHE CEF!N:JINX: Yes, Your lb'lor. 
"JEE cxxm: Mr. ei::ane, is trere any legal reason 
10 why I should not :ientence the defendant today? 
11 
12 
l!!R. CRANE: Not that I'm aware of, Your HcrlOr. 
THE COJRr: All right. '.lhmk you. 
13 Mr. ~' based upcn your plea of guilty, it is 
14 the j od<pent of this Crurt that you are guilty of the 
15 crime of sexual battery of a 16- to 17-year-ol.d, not 
16 am::unting to l ewd o:n:lllct. 
17 I ~ caxefully .reviewed yoor recon:I. I have 
18 camully xeviewed the P:resentence Investigatia'I Report. 
19 I have gone through the psychose><Ual eval.ua'tion. I have 
20 llstenecl with great inte.r:est to both yoor counsel's 
21 axgument, to the a,:guments of the state, to the victim 
22 inpact statement given by Ms. Dilac, 11s well as to your 
23 01CI1 statemenb. 
24 Thia i8 a difficult CMe - fo,: families, for the 
25 Court, for our camainity, for society - and I think 
38 
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pt!rhaps it's illustrated ve:,;y well by the conflict 
2 that ' s going on in your own tamUy at this point. '!<:IU 
3 hlXve a - your wife who is trying to be supportive of 
4 you, but t,:y1ng to be supportive of the victim in this 
5 case. '!ou have the victil!I who's being enoticnally tom 
6 between watching her nether stJPEX)rt you and dealing with 
7 scu,e of those issues 8I¥i i:eactions. '!cu have your own 
8 guilty azx:l - guilt and the fact that ';/OJ. az:e facing 
9 Court, as well as dealing with the realization of the 
10 haz:m you have do.>1e. 
11 Your <XlUlSel ocmnented al the fact that the%e 
12 were sore issUeS with the psychosexual evaluation and 
13 the polygraph. I ag%'CC with yc:ur oounsel., franlcly, in 
14 that one of the di.tfic,.il.t things on the:ie cases -
15 especially, the type of case that this is, where the 
16 abuse occuz::red over a long perio:i of time - I think 
17 that it's not un= for the defendant to try and 
18 minimize the ccntact in their awn min:!. Not as a way of 
19 shielding thaDselves frcm the Court, but shielding 
20 r.hemselves frail their a.in guilt and their own em:,tional 
21 iSSlle.':I. 
22 So I think that - and I think that tl'.e 
23 psyc:hosexual evaluator came to the same 001clusion, that 
24 you were try.Ing to be open and honest with this, wei:e 
25 st.."IJ.ggl.Ulg with that, and I take that statanent and read 
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l •tte did not know that what he did was that 
2 wra,g.• 
3 "He believes the allegations ha'<18 been 
4 exaggerated." 
5 "He slipped one ~." 
6 ''He made a mistake." 
1 "He doesn' t know how the sexual things happened." 
8 And then even imre problemtic for the Court, the 
9 last couple lines on that page, "He holds the victim 
10 responsible for his sexual beharlor because she ~ 
11 and acted older, was CUJ:'ious and interested in se><, had 
12 alr<>..ady had a sex experience and wanted and liked the 
13 sex things to happen. " 
l4 Mr. CUlac, I want it to be very clear, and I want: 
15 the victim to hear this as well. She carries no bl.am 
16 or no re.spcn&bilit:y for this; that these laws a.,;e in 
1 7 place to p:cotect minor children. 1\nd even though she 
18 il'.dicates that it began at 14, you indicate it began at 
19 16, you were still in a position of trust, you were the 
20 ::itcpfather, and you were in a positioo to protect her, 
21 not t o take advantage of her in a sexual way. 
,; 2:i: 'lhe:re was sate di.8cu.ssion about whether there was 
·i 23 force involved. ~ was sore c:x:,nflicting reports 
. 24 about that. l\n:! I'm not talking about beatings or 
25 anything e><t;rently aggres,iive, but oo page 9 of the 
41 
1 that psychosexual in that light. 
2 But I want to be clear in this case and in this 
3 matter that this type of crlme causes tremendous damage 
4 to the victim. And there i.s no exo.ise, nor 
5 justification, for what hawened-
6 Both counsel have referred to the psychosexllal 
7 evaluaticn. 'llle state refened to page 9 .aare it talks 
8 abcllt that you did not know that l'lhat you were doing was 
9 wxaig at the t::ine. '!ou attEq>ted to rationalize that. 
10 'l1le Court reviewed aid then underl:llled page 2 of the 
11 psychosexual. evaluation because I thought it kind of 
12 spelled cut the ia= and the struggles with this case. 
13 It in:lioates in the wt paragraph er, page 2 that 
14 "Ml: . Mac was open and di,closing duril'lg th1.s 
15 evaluation. He aam.ts to ccmnit:ting the sezual offense. 
16 He feel.5 guilty about h:Ls behavior. He is ash.!mli!d of 
17 lihat he did and i.s sorry for victiln. He needs help 
18 because he• s not able to control his sexual behaviors . " 
19 I think those are all mi.tigatir:g factore. nioae things 
20 go to your credit. 
21 art: in that same paragraph, we talk about the 
22 thitlld.Tq errors and atteo,pts to ratiaialize ~ 
23 t>eharvior. These are statelllents frcm the psycbose>cua.l. 
24 evaluator that irdicate that these a:re things tbat you 
25 said. 
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l Presentenoe Imestigatian Repert, it indicatecl that -
2 this is fraD the victim's per.,pective, and I 
3 rea:>gnUe that al the3e ca.se9, it IS flOt uncx:mtal to )lave 
4 her per.JPE!Ctive l:>e diffei:ent bean your perepect.ive. rut 
5 !rem her per,,pective, ti the victim did not want to 
6 engage in sexual activity, you would grab Iler head and 
7 fo:rce her to perfonn oral sex, tlu:eaten to hurt her 
8 family and dog as well as naJce he perfom sexual acts 
9 for things she needed such as foo:i. 'nlat behavior i.s 
10 :z:eprehensi.ble - to have the victim feel like that 
11 that• s 'What the situatial is. 
12 'l1le State has gone ~ the objectives of 
13 cri:minal p.,nishment. I want to put those er, the record 
14 and itxlicate that I've cansidered those - the 
15 protection of society, the deterrence of you and of 
16 othe:ts, the poosibillty of rehabilltatioo, and 
17 ~t or :retribution for wrongdoing. All thooo 
18 things axe ill;)ortant, Mr. OJJ..ac. 
19 'l1le Court has the obligation to protect children, 
20 and i t will do so. I have the clll.igation to deter yQl1 
21 frail ocmnitting this type of. c:rlme, both no,, and in the 
22 fubu:e. lboe<ler, I al.so have to look to your 
23 rehab:ilitat:ioo, and I think that's .iJlpo%tant: in th:w 
24 ca,ie • 
25 It's clear that your wife cootirJues to stJPEX)rt 
42 
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·, 
you. l\nd, like I said, that's an e:rotional iesue and a 
2 struggle that the family will o:ntinue to dul with. l 
3 am sure she feels torn, b:it it's lilcely that - -well, .,.. 
4 know for sure that you need som J:1!habilitation. line!, 
5 cert.a.inly, there is an element o f p.,ni.sl:ment or 
6 retribution for w:roogdoing in this case, an:! the victim 
1 needs to see that. 
8 I have al:,o carefully cx:naidered the criteria set 
9 torth in Idaho Code 19-2521 relative to the que.gtioo of 
10 whether I should place you oo probation or confine you 
11 to pri.!!on. The State i,,w,t thrwgh tl'.e facto.rs. I a,n 
12 not going to go over those again. 
13 However, taking all of these factors into 
l4 a=imt, aIXI all of these =iderations, it's going to 
15 be the j udgnent of this Court that you be sentecced to 
16 the custody of the Idaho Departlllent of Con:ec:tions as 
17 
18 
follows: Eor ., mininun tem. of 4 yea.r,s, followe<i 'i:Jy 11n 
indecenninate tezm of 16 years, for a total of 20 years. 
I'm going to recaxmend placement in that time in 19 
20 the sex offerx:!er treatment progr- in priscn. I am not 
21 going to retain j~. I'm not going to sen:l. :ycu 
:?.2 on a rider. I think that doing so wou1.d dimini1lh the 
~
.,. 23 seriousnes,i of the c:rilre. J\ncl, :fl::ankl.y, I think based 
_ need that tine to deal with these is9Ue8. 
'
:::·.· 2245 '--upon-· the-· -l-oo,:;---texm--na--tw:e- o-f-the--o-U!_ense __ '_tha_t_you __ will ___ J 
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1 THE CCO!.\:)': All right. You ru:c lld<rl.9ed, sir, 
2 that you have the right to ~ to the Idaho aipreme 
3 Court fran th.is j~t of conviction, that you have a 
4 right to be represented 'i:Jy an attomey in that~. 
S You are al.so advi.seci i£ you cannot afford an 
6 attorney, an attomey will be appointed for you at 
public expense; ~. you ally have 42 days frcm ., 
·, 
8 
9 
-~ 10 ~ 11 ,~ 
:pj ~ 
:; 15 
.: 16 
:• 17 
.i 18 
;t; ;· 
. 
:!.: 
:;1 
: • 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 
today's date to file such an aweaJ.. 
You al.go have the right to seek relief frail this 
j \.ldgn>ant umer Idaho Cr.iminal Rule 35. 'lhis rule gives 
you 120 days to seek a correction or reduction of this 
sentence if you feel it was illegal or urd.ll.y harsh. 
You also have the right to seek relief ur.der the 
Unifoxm Post-ccnvictiai Relief Aet. SUcb an action m.ist 
be filed within one year frail the date yoor right to 
ai;:peal expires. 
Do you havo any questicns, sir, about your 
appellate rights in thi5 matter? 
'fflE ~: No, Your Honor. 
'n!E rom: AU right. '!hen, at thi.s point, sir, 
we'll reoard you to the ol!ltOdy of the Bonnev:Ll.te county 
Sheriff's Office for execution of this sentenoe. 
case, 
If we can collect t.he presentenoe ~rts an tlli.s 
we'll be in :recess on this matter. 
(Prooeedings conclllded. ) 
45 
l I am going to Ol:der a fine in this case of $1000; 
2 the ~ court costs aod pay,rents into the Vict.ims 
3 Relief fund. 
4 I will allow the State to file :re.stitutia\ as it 
s neec1s to nth ooonsaUng e,q:,e,ses. 
6 I will olXier re:il!i:ursenent to the comty for the 
7 costs of the psyc:h:>se.xual e<Talue.tia> as well as $500 for 
8 :i:e:ini::lu.t:t to the o:xnty for public defender 
9 services. 
10 '.!he crurt's just going to sign the order for the 
11 psyc:hosexual evaluation when we :reoeive the am:,unt. I 
12 don't know i£ we have that am:runt yet, Mr. Crane. 
13 
14 
MR. CRANE: I will look into that, Your Honor. 
'IHI!! o:xm: All right. 
15 'Dle crurt' s al.80 going to order, Mr. IAllac, that 
16 you :register as a sex offender p.,rsuant to Idaho Code 
17 18-8307 upon your release. 
18 I'm also going to oroer the collection of a INfl. 
19 sauple an:! a right th,..ud:,prlnt consistent with Idaho 
20 COde. 
21 I will give you credit for the 173 days that you 
22 have alreaclY served in th1a case. 
23 .!Ind do you have any questions, sir, about the 
Z4 sentenoe I have given in this matter? 
25 THE IEEnlllANI': No, Your Hax>r. 
44 
l RULE 35 KEAR.I.., 
2 AUGUST 31, 2016 
3 1llE ccxm: Let• s be oo the record in Bameville 
4 County Case No. CR-2016-1265, State of Idaho vs. Sean 
5 Paul Ill.llac. 
6 Mr. IW.ac i.s ~t alaig with counsel, 
7 Mr • 
8 
9 Mr, 
10 
Joroan erane. 
'ttle State of Idaho 1.s presented n,presented by 
Jcm D?wey. 
We' ice 1-e today fo.r a scheduled Rule 3S filed 'i:Jy 
11 Mr, Crane oo behalf of Mr. tulac. 
12 Are the parties ready to proceed? 
13 MR. CBANE: We are, Your Honor. 
14 l!R. CEMEY: Yes, Your llooor. 
15 THE a:xlR'.r: I had to check, Mr. crane. It !!hows 
16 the sentenee was cklle 'i:Jy J\ldge Watkins, tut I think I'm 
17 the one that did it. 
18 loR. OWIE: I was going to adcb:e.ss that. 
19 '!HE CXXJRl': AU right . Go ahead. 
20 MR. ClUINE: As the 0::urt noted, the =ti.on 
21 iJldicate.s it was a sentence pra1CJUDCOO 'i:Jy J\ldge watkirul. 
22 I think what h.q;p,ned was I bad my office file thiS in 
23 my absaioe, am my as.sistant al30 does work for 
24 Mr. Grant ...t,o is f:l:oot of Watkins' oourt, and it looks 
25 liJce Mr. Grant even signed on my behalf, so it was 
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